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REMARKS 

On February 22, 2005, the undersigned spoke with Examiner Karmis regarding the 
December 1, 2004, Office Action, and a draft response which the undersigned faxed to the 
Examiner on February 17, 2005. The Examiner's courtesy during the phone call was much 
appreciated. 

The present response is similar to the February 17, 2005, response, but each of the 
independent claims has been amended as shown above, and some additional discussion has been 
added to the Remarks section of this present Response. The present amendment is provided 
without prejudice to the filing of a continuation case. 

During the February 22, 2005, phone call with the Examiner, amendments as set forth 
herein were discussed with the Examiner, and the Examiner indicated that he would like to do a 
further review of the US Patent No. 6,526,285 (Matsumoto et al.), in light of such amendments. 

The December 1, 2004, Office Action rejected all of the pending claims in view of US 
Patent No. 6,526,285 (Matsumoto et al.) It is respectfully submitted that as discussed in detail 
below, all of the pending claims are significantly different than the teaching of Matsumoto et al. 

The Present Invention: 

An embodiment of the present invention provides for a very different operation and 
system than that described in the Matsumoto et al. reference. The present invention provides for 
a user selecting an overall data list of securities being tracked, and then this data list is held in a 
memory of the computing device, and then sublists are generated off the overall data list based 
on category tags which are provided for the securities being tracked. The operation of an 
embodiment herein provides for an effective and efficient solution for operating in an 
environment with limited transmission bandwidth and limited memory. 

Indeed the system and method provide that a given item being tracked can actually have 
multiple categories. For example, consider a situation where items being tracked include 100 
different securities. The information for these securities would be maintained in a data list with 
each of the different securities, and would include at least one user defined classification tag for 
each security, and at least on of the securities will have multiple different classification tags. The 
operation provides for displaying a sublist of the securities based on the classification tags. For 
example, the computing device could display a sublist of ten securities which have a 
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classification tag of "hitek" and could then display a different sublist of, say for example, eight 
securities having a category tag of "medical". Further, given that at least one of the items being 
tracked has at least two category tags, for example, one of the securities could have the tags of 
both "hitek" and "medical", and such a security would be displayed both when the "hitek" 
category tag items are being displayed, and when the "medical" category tag items are displayed. 
Further, it should be noted that these category tags are defined by the end user of the 
handheld device. Thus, each user has powerful tool for creating their own customized watch 
lists. 

The Examiner's attention is respectfully drawn to Figure 2 of the pending application, 

which shows a list of items being tracked in the memory of a hand held device. The Pool of 
Items table in Figure 2, shows that items number 7 and 8 actually correspond to the same 
security "S7", and then S7 is provided with two different watch list tags "LI 5" and "LI". As a 
result of having two different watch list tags, the security S7, is then displayed in two different 
watch lists (shown in Figure 2) as List LI and List LI 5. Further, as illustrated in Figures 7-9 of 
the present application, the user of the hand held device, defines and controls the category tags 
for the items being tracked, and by controlling the category tags the user controls the content of 
the different sublists. 

As will be discussed in more detail below this operation is very different than that 
described in the Matsumoto et al. The operation provided by the present invention offers a 
number of advantages in that a range of different displays of sublists can be provided, and each 
of the different sublists is generated off the same master data list, which is stored in the memory 
of the handheld device, and a single item can belong to multiple sublist groupings. The operation 
of the present invention thus allows a user the ability to identify a selected group of securities 
that they want track, and then the user can supply category tags that allow the user to display 
customized sublists of tracked items, out of the master list of items. 

The Teaching of Matsumoto et al.: 

Matsumoto et al. teach a system where a device referred to as telephone apparatus 101 
can be used to obtain information through t communication line 201 from a data server 301 . 
Matsumoto et al. col. 25:1 1-48. The information can be retrieved from the server by specifying 
an industry division, or by specifying a company stock code. Matsumoto et al. col. 25:1 1-48. 

Atty Docket No.: SCHB-3200 



09/591,912 PATENT ■ 

-9- 

Matsumoto et al. col. 25:41-48. The information then obtained can be stored in a memory of the 
telephone apparatus 101, and if the memory does not have enough capacity for all of the 
requested information, then a first part of the information requested is transmitted to the 
telephone device, and then in response to a scroll operation by the user, a second part of the 
information requested to the telephone device, and this second information apparently displaces 
the first part of information in the memory of the device. Matsumoto et al. col. 26:1-27. 

In another alternative in Matsumoto et al. contemplate a situation where the memory of 
the device has enough capacity to store more information than can be displayed on a display of 
the device, and the user can scroll through the information stored in the memory, or it appears 
that a user might be able to select viewing of a specific stock which is stored in memory. 
Matsumoto et al. col. 26:27-61 . However, it is respectfully submitted that Matsumoto et al. does 
not appear to contain any teaching which suggests that a master list of data for items being 
tracked should be stored in the telephone device, and that one or more of the items being tracked 
will be supplied with multiple user defined category tags, such that the particular item would be 
displayed in multiple sublists, where the content of the sublists area controlled by the user 
defined category tags. 



Claim 1 and its Dependent Claims: 

For ease of reference pending claim 1 is shown below, with emphasis added to certain 
elements of the claim: 



1 . (Currently Amended) A method for organizing a plurality of items which are 
being tracked in a personal organizer device of the type which is capable of exchanging 
information with a communications center, comprising the steps of: 

maintaining a data list in the personal organizer device, wherein the data list 
includes all of the plurality of items being tracked, wherein the plurality of items being 
tracked is limited to a predetermined number of items, and wherein maintaining the 
data list includes storing information received from the communications center in a 
memory of the personal organizer device, for each item being tracked; 

including in the data list a user defined category tag for each of the 
plurality of items being tracked; 

displaying in a sublist associated with a designated category tag all of those 
items in the data list which have the designated category tag; 

providing at least 2 category tags for at least a first one of the plurality of items 
being tracked; 

displaying the first one of the plurality of items being tracked in a first sublist 
associated with a first designated category tag; [and] 

displaying the first one of the plurality of items_being tracked in a second sublist 
associated with a second designated tag; 
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receiving input from the user of the personal organizer device which defines 
the 2 category tags that are provided for the first one of the plurality of items being 
tracked; and 

controlling the content of a plurality of different sublists based on the user 
defined category tags. 

It is respectfully submitted that the above elements of claim 1 illustrate certain aspects of 
the claim 1 which are significant in distinguishing it from Matsumoto et al. For example, 
Matsumoto clearly contemplates tracking an unlimited number of items, and simply allowing a 
user to repeatedly make requests of transmissions of data ( See e.g. Matsumoto et al., 
col. 26:1-25) whereas claim 1 expressly provides for limiting the number of items being tracked. 
Further, the discussion of Matsumoto et al. provided above, shows that Matsumoto et al. do not 
teach providing user defined category tags, where one item, as a result of having multiple 
category tags, is displayed in two different sublists. This operation as recited by claim 1 is 
distinct and allows a user of the personal organizer device to be able to generate multiple 
customized sublists of information off of a single data list stored in a handheld device. 

The fact that the user controls the definition of the category tags, and determines which 
category tags are associated with particular items being tracked allows the user to control the 
content of different sublists. It is respectfully submitted that nothing in Matsumoto et al. appears 
suggest that user category tags should be provided, so that a user can create their own unique 
sublists, which are derived from a large data list stored in the personal organizer device. Thus, it 
is respectfully, submitted that claim 1 is patentable. Further it is respectfully, submitted that 
those claims depending from claim 1 are patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Claim 14 and its Dependent Claims: 

For ease of reference pending claim 14 is shown below, with emphasis added to certain 
elements of the claim: 

14. (currently amended) A system for tracking a plurality of items comprising: 

a personal organizer device in which information related to each of the plurality 
of the items being tracked is maintained in a data list, wherein the related information for 
each of the plurality of items includes a user defined classification tag, and wherein 
the data list and the user defined classification tags are stored in a memory of the 
personal organizer device; and 

a central communications center which is capable of exchanging with the 
personal organizer device the related information of the items being tracked; 
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wherein the personal organizer device operates to store information received 
from the centralcommunications center for each of the items being tracked, and wherein 
in the personal organizer device operates to limit the number of items being tracked to a 
predetermined number; 

wherein the personal organizer device is capable of displaying a list of all of the 
plurality of items being tracked by an identifier and an associated user defined 
classification tag and displaying information received from the central communications 
center for all of the plurality of items being tracked; and is capable of displaying sublists 
of the plurality of the items being tracked organized by user defined classification tags 
along with information about the items received from the central communications center 
in the displayed sublists; [and] 

wherein for at least a first item being tracked, a first user defined 
classification tag and a second user defined classification tag is provided, and 
wherein the first item is displayed in a first sublist which is associated with the first 
user defined classification tag, and the first item is displayed in a second sublist 
which is associated with the second user defined classification ta g; and 

wherein the first user defined classification tag and the second user defined 
classification tag are determined by a user input through the personal organizer 
device, whereby the user controls which sublists the first item being tracked is 
displayed with, based on the user defined category tags the user provides for the 
first item being tracked. 



It is respectfully submitted that the above elements of claim 14 illustrate certain aspects 
of the claim 14 which are significant in distinguishing it from Matsumoto et al. For example, 
Matsumoto clearly contemplates tracking an unlimited number of items, and simply allowing a 
user to repeatedly make requests of transmissions of data ( See e.g. Matsumoto et al., col. 26:1- 
25) whereas claim 14 expressly provides for limiting the number of items being tracked. 

Further, the discussion of Matsumoto et al. provided above, shows that Matsumoto et al. 
do not teach providing user defined category tags, where one item, as a result of having multiple 
category tags, is displayed in two different sublists. This operation as recited by claim 1 is 
distinct and provides an operation whereby limited bandwidth can be used optimally to 
allow a user of the personal organizer device to be able to generate multiple customized 
sublists of information off of a single data list stored in a handheld device. 

The fact that the user controls the definition of the category tags, and determines which 
category tags are associated with particular items being tracked allows the user to control the 
content of different sublists, which are derived from the single data list maintained in the 
personal organizer device. It is respectfully submitted that nothing in Matsumoto et al. appears 
suggest that user category tags should be provided, so that a user can create their own unique 
sublists, which are derived from a large data list stored in the personal organizer device. Thus, it 
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is respectfully, submitted that claim 14 is patentable. Further it is respectfully, submitted that 
those claims depending from claim 14 are patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 14. 



Claim 38 

For ease of reference pending claim 38 is shown below, with emphasis added to certain 
elements of the claim: 



38. (currently amended) A method for organizing information for a plurality of 
securities which are being tracked in a hand held computing device of the type which is capable of 
exchanging information with a communications center, comprising: 

maintaining a data list in the hand held computing device, which includes 
information for all of the plurality of securities being tracked; 

transmitting information for all of the plurality of securities being tracked from 
the communication center to the hand held computing device over a wireless link 

receiving input from the user of the hand held device which defines 
including in the data list at least one category tag for each of the plurality of the 
securities being tracked; 

generating a plurality of different sublists wherein each sublist includes a 
different subset of the plurality of securities being tracked, wherein each sublist 
corresponds to a user defined category tag, whereby each security displayed in a 
particular sublist has a user defined category tag which corresponds to the user the 
user defined category tag of the particular sublist; 

for at least a first one of the securities being tracked providing at least two user 
defined category tags; and 

displaying in a sublist associated with a designated user defined category tag all 
of those securities in the data list which have the designated category tag, wherein the 
first security which has at least two different user defined category tags, will be displayed 
in at least two different sublists of securities based on the at least two user defined 
category tags provided for the first security. 



The above elements of claim 38 illustrate certain aspects of the claim 38 which are 
significant in distinguishing it from Matsumoto et al. For example, Matsumoto clearly 
contemplates tracking an unlimited number of items, and simply allowing a user to repeatedly 
make requests of transmissions of data (See e.g. Matsumoto et al., col. 26:1-25). Thus, it would 
appear that the memory of Matsumoto et al would not include a data list for all of the items being 
tracked. Instead some information would initially be stored and then subsequently additional 
information would be received displacing the information originally stored. Further, even where 
Matsumoto et al is being used to for obtaining information for a relatively small number of 
items, as discussed above Matsumoto et al. do not appear to teach providing user defined 
category tags, where one item, as a result of having multiple category tags, is displayed in two 
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different sublists. This operation as recited by claim 38 is distinct and provides an operation 
whereby limited bandwidth can be used optimally to allow a user of the personal organizer 
device to be able to generate multiple user defined sublists of information off of a single 
data list stored in a handheld device. 

Further, the fact that the user controls the definition of the category tags, and determines 
which category tags are associated with particular items being tracked allows the user to control 
the content of different sublists, which are derived from the single data list maintained in the 
personal organizer device. It is respectfully submitted that nothing in Matsumoto et al. appears 
suggest that user category tags should be provided, so that a user can create their own unique 
sublists, which are derived from a large data list stored in the personal organizer device. Thus, it 
is respectfully, submitted that claim 38 is patentable. 



CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above, it is believed that all claims present in this application are 
patentably distinguished over the references. Therefore, reconsideration is respectfully 
requested, and it is requested that this application be passed to allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 



STALLMAN & POLLOCK LLP 



Dated: February 23, 2005 




Brian J. Keating 
Reg. No. 39,520 



Attorneys for Applicant(s) 
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